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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1 -37 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-9 and 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Speir "Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt" in view of Braithwaite et al US 
Patent No. 6,299,306. 

3. With regards to claim 1 , Speir teaches a display unit for displaying input physical 
information of a user (Speir, page 1 paragraph 4, computer screen), and an 
authenticating unit for personally authenticating a previously registered user on the 
basis of the physical information (Speir, page 1 paragraph 5, face verification). Speir 
further teaches instructions to the user to designate a size and position of the physical 
information (Speir, page 1 paragraph 4, users are instructed), but fails to teach the 
display unit displaying the index. Braithwaite teaches the display unit displaying an 
index to designate a size and position of the physical information (Braithwaite, column 3 
lines 1-35, arrow and indicia). At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
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obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to utilize Braithwaite's method of 
displaying an index with Speir's described face verification system because it offers the 
advantage of ensuring proper face orientation to provide a clearer picture (Braithwaite, 
column 3 lines 10-20). Examiner further notes that as currently presented, the limitation 
"whereby said display unit displays an index to designate a size and position of the 
physical information" fails to limit the claimed information terminal to a particular 
structure due to the use of a whereby clause. Clauses of this type suggest or make 
optional the limitations they provide and do not necessarily limit the scope of the 
presented claims (see MPEP 2106 II c). For the purposes of expedited prosecution 
Examiner has provided references teaching the cited limitation; however, Examiner 
suggests the limitation be amended to more positively recite the desired subject matter. 

4. With regards to claim 2, Speir as modified teaches the physical information being 
one of a face image or a face imagine and voice of the user (Speir, page 1 paragraph 
3). 

5. With regards to claim 3, Speir as modified teaches the index defining any of the 
contour of the face or a position of both eyes (Braithwaite, column 3 lines 25-35). 

6. With regards to claims 4-6, Speir as modified teaches an instructing unit to give 
an instruction to the user during inputting physical information (Speir, page 1 paragraph 
4, users are instructed). 

7. With regards to claims 7-9, Speir as modified teaches the instructing unit giving 
any of an instruction to give a wink, an instruction to change a body direction, an 
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instruction to move a face up or down or left and right and an instruction to move 
position (Speir, page 1 paragraph 4). 

8. With regards to claims 11-15, Speir as modified teaches the information terminal 
being any of a PDA and portable personal computer having communication and a cell 
phone (Speir, page 1 paragraph 2). 

9. Claims 10 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Speir "Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt" and Braithwaite et al US Patent 
No. 6,299,306, as applied to claim 2 above, and in further view of Linford US Patent No. 
5,687,259. 

1 0. With regards to claim 1 0, Speir as modified fails to teach the face image being 
displayed through conversion to a mirror image. Linford teaches the face image being 
displayed through conversion to a mirror image (Linford, column 5 lines 50-67). At the 
time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize Linford's mirroring method with Speir as modified because it offers the 
advantage of making it easier to a user to position themselves on the monitor (Linford, 
column 5 lines 1-7). 

1 1 . With regards to claim 16, Speir as modified teaches the information terminal 
being any of a PDA and portable personal computer having communication and a cell 
phone (Speir, page 1 paragraph 2). 
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12. Claims 17-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Speir "Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt" in view of Braithwaite et al US 
Patent No. 6,299,306 and McCoy et al US Patent No. 6,018,739. 

13. With regards to claim 17, Speir and Braithwaite teach everything described 
above but fail to teach a registering server having a learning unit for registering the 
physical information inputted from the information terminal apparatus through a 
communication network to a database and learning a discriminating function on each 
person from the physical information and each piece of already registered physical 
information in a database. McCoy teaches a registering server having a learning unit 
for registering the physical information inputted from the information terminal apparatus 
through a communication network to a database and learning a discriminating function 
on each person from the physical information and each piece of already registered 
physical information in a database (McCoy, column 2 lines 42-67) and a system 
managing unit for managing the physical information, the discriminating function, and an 
ID (McCoy, column 2 lines 42-67). At the time the invention was made, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to utilize McCoy's registering server 
with Speir as modified because it offers the advantage of providing a distributed system 
for biometric authentication that is available to a large number of clients spread across a 
large geographic area (McCoy, column 1 lines 28-61). 

14. With regards to claims 18, Speir as modified teaches the physical information 
being one of a face image or a face imagine and voice of the user (Speir, page 1 
paragraph 3). 
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15. With regards to claim 19, Speir as modified teaches the index defining any of the 
contour of the face or a position of both eyes (Braithwaite, column 3 lines 25-35). 

16. With regards to claim 20, Speir as modified teaches an instructing unit to give an 
instruction to the user during inputting physical information (Speir, page 1 paragraph 4, 
users are instructed). 

17. With regards to claim 21 , Speir as modified teaches the instructing unit giving 
any of an instruction to give a wink, an instruction to change a body direction, an 
instruction to move a face up or down or left and right and an instruction to move 
position (Speir, page 1 paragraph 4). 

18. With regards to claim 23, Speir as modified teaches the information terminal 
being any of a PDA and portable personal computer having communication and a cell 
phone (Speir, page 1 paragraph 2). 

19. . Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Speir 
"Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt", Braithwaite et al US Patent No. 6,299,306 
and McCoy et al US Patent No. 6,018,739, as applied to claim 18 above, and in further 
view of Linford US Patent No. 5,687,259. 

20. With regards to claim 22, Speir as modified fails to teach the face image being 
displayed through conversion to a mirror image. Linford teaches the face image being 
displayed through conversion to a mirror image (Linford, column 5 lines 50-67). At the 
time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize Linford's mirroring method with Speir as modified because it offers the 
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advantage of making it easier to a user to position themselves on the monitor (Linford, 
column 5 lines 1-7). 

21. Claims 24-28, 30-35, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Speir "Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt", Braithwaite et al 
US Patent No. 6,299,306, and McCoy et al US Patent No. 6,018,739, as applied to 
claim 1 7 above, and in further view of Mann et al US Patent No. 6, 1 1 9,096. 

22. With regards to claim 24-28 and 30, Speir as modified fails to teach the physical 
information of the user being updated at a constant interval. Mann teaches the physical 
information of the user being updated at a constant interval (Mann, column 6 lines 28- 
45). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize Mann's update method with Speir as modified because 
it offers the advantage of ensuring that biometric templates are up to date to ensure 
proper authentication. 

23. With regards to claims 31-35 and 37, Speir as modified teaches the registering 
server prompting each of the information terminal apparatus to update the physical 
information of a person at a constant time interval (Mann, column 6 lines 35-41 ). 

24. Claims 29 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Speir "Face verification: Visionics Corp.'s Facelt", Braithwaite et al US Patent No. 
6,299,306, McCoy et al US Patent No. 6,018,739, and Linford US Patent No. 5,687,259, 
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as applied to claim 22 above, and in further view of Mann et al US Patent No. 
6,119,096. 

25. With regards to claim 29, Speir as modified fails to teach the physical information 
of the user being updated at a constant interval. Mann teaches the physical information 
of the user being updated at a constant interval (Mann, column 6 lines 28-45). At the 
time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to utilize Mann's update method with Speir as modified because it offers the 
advantage of ensuring that biometric templates are up to date to ensure proper 
authentication. 

26. With regards to claims 36, Speir as modified teaches the registering server 
prompting each of the information terminal apparatus to update the physical information 
of a person at a constant time interval (Mann, column 6 lines 35-41 ). 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

28. Mastrianni et al US PGPub 2002/01 14519 discloses a method for providing for 
application launch by identifying a user via a digital camera, utilizing an edge detection 
algorithm. Mastrianni's method includes face authentication using a camera, monitor, 
and instructions to the user indicating how to position themselves for the camera. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew L. Nalven whose telephone number is 571 272 
3839. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8-6, Alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on 571 272 3838. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Nalven 




